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Reply to Office Action of Jan 9, 2006 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-30 are pending in the application. 

Claims 1-2, 4-1 1, and 14-20 were rejected as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,989,737 to 
Xie ("Xie") or U.S. Patent No. 5,804,322 to Shi ("Shi"). 

Claims 3, 12, 13, and 21 were indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent form. 
Claims 2 and 1 1 have been cancelled by the present amendment. 
Claims 22-30 are new. 

Amendments to the Speciflcation 

The specification has been amended to include material describing blocking layers. This 
material was previously incorporated by reference from U.S. Patent Application No. 10/173,682 
to Forrest, et al. at paragraph [0038] of the specification. This material has been included in 
order to provide details about the operation of various blocking layers. The present appUcation 
as filed discussed electron and exciton blocking layers at paragraphs [0038] and [0051]. No new 
material has been added. 

Claim Rejections and Amendments 

Dependent claims 3 and 12, previously indicated as being allowable if rewritten in 
independent form, retain their original scope and are allowable for the reasons stated in the 
Office Action. These claims are limited to devices where the claimed layer or material is a hole 
blocking layer or material. 

Independent claims 1,10, and 19 have been amended to require that the claimed layer or 
material is a blocking layer, and thus include electron and exciton blocking layers and materials, 
in addition to hole blocking layers and materials. Although the independent claims as amended 
are broader than the subject matter indicated as allowable in claims 3 and 12, Applicants 
respectfully assert that the claimed layer or material still distinguishes over the cited art for the 
same reasons as allowable claims 3 and 12. Specifically, as indicated in the January 9, 2006 
Office Action at pages 3-4, "[t]he prior art fails to teach a hole blocking layer according to the 
claim limitations. . Applicants respectfully assert that this logic also applies to blocking layers 
in general. 

8 of 10 

DCOl 604986 V I 



Appl.No. 10/680,065 

Amdt. dated Apr 10, 2006 

Reply to Office Action of Jan 9, 2006 

Dependent claims 13, and 21, previously indicated as being allowable if rewritten in 
independent form, retain their original scope and are allowable for the same reasons as stated in 

the Office Action. 

Claims 2 and 1 1 have been cancelled as duplicative of amended claims 1 and 10. 
Claim 17 has been amended to correct a dependency error. 

New Claims 

Claims 22-30 are new. Support for claims 22-25 and 27-29 can be found at least at 
paragraphs [0038] and [0051] of the specification. Support for claim 26 can be found at least at 
paragraphs [001 1] and [0053]. Support for claim 30 can be found at least at paragraphs [0003] 
and [0044]. No new material has been added. 

Claims 22-25 recite a variety of blocking layers and materials that may be used with the 
organic layer of claim 1 (claims 22-23) and the device of claim 10 (claims 24-25). 

Claim 26 recites an organic light emitting device that includes a blocking layer 
incorporating the limitations of claim 1 . Specifically, the device includes a blocking layer 
comprised of a host material that is morphologically unstable and a dopant material that 
enhances the morphological stability of the host material and is present at a concentration of 50% 
weight or less. This claim is allowable for at least the reasons discussed above with respect to 
claim 1. 

Claims 27-29 recite a variety of blocking layers that may be used in the device of claim 

26. 

Claim 30 is based on original claim 21, but rewritten in independent form as suggested by 
the Office Action at pages 3-4. As stated in the Office Action with respect to claim 21, claim 30 
is allowable because "[t]he prior art fails to teach., .a polymeric host material according to the 
claim limitations." 
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Based on the above remarks, Applicants believe the claims are in condition for 
allowance. The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees or credit any overpayment to the 
deposit account of Kenyon & Kenyon LLP, Deposit Account No. 11 -0600. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned to discuss any matter concerning this 



KENYON & KENYON LLP 
1500 K Street, NW 
Washington D.C. 20005 
Direct Dial: (202)-220-4227 
Fax: (202)-220-4201 



CONCLUSION 



apphcation. 



Date: April 10, 2006 




Jolm P. McGroarty 
Reg. No. 41,186 
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